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It is only fitting that we name the facility for
this fine public servant. | urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

MONGAUP VISITORS CENTER H.R.
20 AND UPPER DELAWARE CAC,
H.R. 54

HON. BENJAMIN A. GILMAN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, today | would
like to introduce two bills—one to authorize
the Mongaup Visitor's Center, H.R. 20 and the
other to extend the Upper Delaware Citizen's
Advisory Counsel, H.R. 54.

Mr. Speaker, as you may know, in 1978,
along with our good friend and colleague,
Congressman JOE McDADE, | introduced Fed-
eral legislation establishing the Upper Dela-
ware Scenic and Recreational River as a com-
ponent of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System.

The property proposed as the location of the
Upper Delaware Scenic and Recreational Riv-
er's primary visitor facility—the Mongaup Visi-
tor Center—is owned by the State of New
York's Department of Environmental Con-
servation. The property was acquired by the
State in 1986 as part of a much larger pur-
chase of a 10,000-acre tract intended to pro-
vide habitat for a population of wintering bald
eagles. New York State legislation authorizing
Federal development of the property as a visi-
tor center by means of a long-term lease was
passed in 1993. A legislative support data
package was prepared in 1994 for Federal
legislation authorizing development of the site,
to appropriate funds for development and to
increase the Upper Delaware’s operational
base to provide for year-round operation.

The site for the Mongaup Visitor Center
contains abundant natural and cultural re-
sources and this proposal will identify and de-
velop strategies to protect the Mongaup area’s
natural resources, including: wintering bald ea-
gles; upland forest; hemlock and laurel gorges
and steep slopes; riverline and flood plain for-
est, and a mile or river front with natural sand
beaches. The possible presence of prehistoric
elements will also be evaluated.

The visitor center will benefit the community
in many respects. It will serve as an edu-
cational asset, a local museum, a classroom,
and meeting place. Bordered by the Delaware
River, the Mongaup River, and New York
State highway route 97 in the town of
Deerpark in Orange County, New York—it is
the only center of its kind within an hour's
drive from New York City. Both the proposed
visitor center Mongaup site and the Upper
Delaware valley have enormous unrealized
potential to provide both the local and visiting
public with an exceptional experience.

| am also introducing a bill, H.R. 54, that will
extend the Upper Delaware Citizens Advisory
Council for another ten years. The Upper
Delaware CAC provides an excellent forum for
citizens of the Upper Delaware to have an op-
portunity to impact and interact with the Na-
tional Park Service and Department of the In-
terior.

Accordingly, | urge my colleagues to help
pass these two measures which will benefit
the State of New York on economic, environ-
mental and educational levels.

H.R. 20

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““Upper Dela-
ware Scenic and Recreational River
Mongaup Visitor Center Act of 1999”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) The Secretary of the Interior approved
a management plan for the Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River, as required
by section 704 of Public Law 95-625 (16 U.S.C.
1274 note), on September 29, 1987.

(2) The river management plan called for
the development of a primary visitor contact
facility located at the southern end of the
river corridor.

(3) The river management plan determined
that the visitor center would be built and op-
erated by the National Park Service.

(4) The Act that designated the Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational River and
the approved river management plan limits
the Secretary of the Interior’s authority to
acquire land within the boundary of the river
corridor.

(5) The State of New York authorized on
June 21, 1993, a 99-year lease between the
New York State Department of Environ-
mental Conservation and the National Park
Service for the construction and operation of
a visitor center by the Federal Government
on State-owned land in the Town of
Deerpark, Orange County, New York, in the
vicinity of Mongaup, which is the preferred
site for the visitor center.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF VISITOR CENTER
FOR UPPER DELAWARE SCENIC AND
RECREATIONAL RIVER.

For the purpose of constructing and oper-
ating a visitor center for the Upper Delaware
Scenic and Recreational River and subject to
the availability of appropriations, the Sec-
retary of the Interior may—

(1) enter into a lease with the State of New
York, for a term of 99 years, for State-owned
land within the boundaries of the Upper
Delaware Scenic and Recreational River lo-
cated at an area known as Mongaup near the
confluence of the Mongaup and Upper Dela-
ware Rivers in the State of New York; and

(2) construct and operate such a visitor
center on land leased under paragraph (2).

H.R. 54
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in

Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
UPPER DELAWARE CITIZENS ADVI-

SORY COUNCIL
The last sentence of paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 704(f) of the National Parks and Recre-
ation Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1274 note) is
amended by striking ““20’" and inserting “30”".

VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER
HON. JO ANN EMERSON

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to introduce a constitutional amendment to en-
sure that students can choose to pray in
school. Regrettably, the notion of the separa-
tion of church and state has been widely mis-
represented in recent years, and the govern-
ment has strayed far from the vision of Amer-
ica as established by the Founding Fathers.

Our Founding Fathers had the foresight and
wisdom to understand that a government can-
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not secure the freedom of religion if at the
same time it favors one religion over another
through official actions. Their philosophy was
one of even-handed treatment of the different
faiths practiced in America, a philosophy that
was at the very core of what their new nation
was to be about. Somehow, this philosophy is
often interpreted today to mean that religion
has no place at all in public life, no matter
what its form. President Reagan summarized
the situation well when he remarked, “The
First Amendment of the Constitution was not
written to protect the people of this country
from religious values; it was written to protect
religious values from government tyranny.”
And this is what voluntary school prayer is
about, making sure that prayer, regardless of
its denomination, is protected.

There can be little doubt that no student
should be forced to pray in a certain fashion
or be forced to pray at all. At the same time,
a student should not be prohibited from pray-
ing, just because he/she is attending a public
school. This straightforward principle is lost on
the liberal courts and high-minded bureaucrats
who have systematically eroded the right to
voluntary school prayer, and it is now nec-
essary to correct the situation through a con-
stitutional amendment. | urge my colleagues to
support my amendment and make a strong
statement in support of the freedom of reli-
gion.

CRUISES TO NOWHERE ACT 1999

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 6, 1999

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro-
ducing legislation regarding so-called “cruises
to nowhere.” “Cruises to nowhere” are gam-
bling cruises, ships where a destination, cre-
ated for the sole purpose of allowing pas-
sengers to gamble on the high seas on board
a floating casino. The cruises depart from a
certain state, sail three miles into international
waters for gambling, and then return to the
same state. States receive no revenue from
the cruises, but must absorb the social costs
associated with the gambling traffic through
their state.

Mr. Speaker, my legislation is about the fun-
damental principle that states should be able
to determine on their own if they want gam-
bling cruises in their state. My colleagues
should be aware that on October 16, 1998, a
federal district court ruled in the state of South
Carolina that federal law preempts certain
state laws prohibiting “cruises to nowhere,”
and are therefore unenforceable. (Casino Ven-
tures v. Robert M. Stewart, et al. C/A No.
2:98-1923-18, October 1998) The federal law
cited by the court is a poorly worded 1992
amendment to the Johnson Act buried a bill
designating the “Flower Garden Banks Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary” (P.L. 102-251). Con-
gress did not intend for the 1992 amendment
to supercede states’ rights, and we should act
to restore state sovereignty with regard high-
states, unpoliced and unregulated casino gam-
bling around the country.

Almost every state has a law making it ille-
gal to possess gambling equipment (e.g., slot
machines). Thus it should be patently illegal
for a day-trip gambling boat to dock in a state
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